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Remarks 



I. 



Status of claims 



Claims 1-35 are pending. 

Claims 1-12 and 31-35 have been allowed. 

Dependent claims 14-18 and 27-29 have been rewritten in independent form in 
response to the Examiner's indication that such claims would be allowable. Therefore, these 
claims now should be in condition for allowance. 

Independent claims 13, 21, 22, and 30 have been amended. 

II. Claim rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 

The Examiner has rejected claims 24-28 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph. 
These claims have been amended to address the Examiner's concerns. 

III. Claim rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

The Examiner has rejected claims 13, 19, 21, 22-26, and 30 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 
over Wen (U.S. 6,081,285). 

A. Claims 13 and 19 

Claim 13 is an independent claim. Claim 19 depends from claim 13. 
With respect to claims 13 and 19, the Examiner has indicated that: 

a memory interface operable to write data to a memory 
(internal memory of processing unit 20 at Col. 6, lines 1-5) of a 
portable data storage device (printing apparatus 10) including 
an electrically writable medium (50); and a print head (40) 
operable to print on the electrically writable medium of the 
portable data storage device by electrically reorienting 
switchable display elements (200) in the medium (50). 

Although the Examiner is entitled to interpret claim language in its broadest possible 
scope, that scope cannot be contrary to the ordinary meaning of that language as would have 
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been understood by one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made. One 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would not have reasonably 
construed the "portable data storage device" recited in claim 13 as encompassing the 
electronic printing apparatus 10 described in Wen, as indicated by the Examiner. Indeed, 
such a person would not have reasonably considered Wen's electronic printing apparatus 10 
to be portable, nor would such a person reasonably have considered Wen's electronic printing 
apparatus 10 to be a "data storage device." 

In addition, claim 13 has been amended and now recites that the memory interface is 
operable to write data to a memory of a portable data storage device that is removable from 
the system and carries an electrically writable medium that is integrated with the memory into 
the portable data storage device. The receiver 50 disclosed in Wen is not integrated with the 
internal memory of processing unit 20 into the electronic printing apparatus 10. In addition, 
the electronic printing apparatus 10 cannot be considered to correspond to the portable data 
storage device recited in claim 13 because the electronic printing apparatus 10 is not 
removable from "the system" (i.e., from itself). 

For at least these reasons, the Examiner's rejection of independent claim 13 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(b) over Wen now should be withdrawn. 

Claim 19 incorporates the features of independent claim 13 and therefore is patentable 
over Wen for at least the same reasons explained above. 

B. Claim 21 

Independent claim 21 has been amended and now recites "receiving a portable storage 
device including a memory and carrying an electrically writable medium that is integrated 
with the memory into the portable storage device." 

As explained above in connection with claim 13, the receiver 50 disclosed in Wen is 
not integrated with the internal memory of processing unit 20 into the electronic printing 
apparatus 10. For at least this reason, the Examiner's rejection of independent claim 21 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) over Wen now should be withdrawn. 
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Claims 22-26 
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Claim 22 is an independent claim. Claims 23-26 depend from claim 22. 
The Examiner has indicated that: 

As to claim 22, Wen et al. discloses an electrically writable 
display, comprising: 

an electrically writable medium (50) containing electrically 
responsive switchable display elements (200 in Figs. 3a, 3b) 
and being incorporated into a continuous web having an 
outward-facing side and an inward- facing side, the outward- 
facing side of the continuous web presenting a display surface 
of the electrically writable medium; and a scroll system 
(element 60 in Fig. 1) operable to scroll the display surface of 
the electrically writable medium (50 in Fig. 1) through a 
display area. 

Claim 22 has been amended and now recites that the electrically writable medium 
contains electrically responsive switchable display elements and is incorporated into a 
continuous closed-loop web. The receiver 50 disclosed in Wen is not incorporated into a 
continuous closed-loop web. According to Wen, "the receiver 50 can be fed in single sheets 
or by a receiver roll equipped with cutter" (col. 3, lines 29-30). Wen does not even hint that 
the receiver 50 could be incorporated into a closed-loop web. Indeed, such a configuration of 
the receiver 50 would not serve any useful purpose whatsoever in the context of Wen's 
electronic printing apparatus 10. 

For at least these reasons, the Examiner's rejection of independent claim 22 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(b) over Wen now should be withdrawn. 

Each of claims 23-26 incorporates the features of independent claim 22 and therefore 
is patentable over Wen for at least the same reasons explained above. 



D. Claim 30 



Independent claim 30 has been amended and now recites "providing an electrically 
writable medium containing electrically responsive switchable display elements and being 
incorporated into a continuous closed-loop web having an outward-facing side and an 
inward- facing side, the outward-facing side of the continuous web presenting a display 
surface of the electrically writable medium." 
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As explained above in connection with claim 22, the receiver 50 disclosed in Wen is 
not incorporated into a continuous closed-loop web. In addition, Wen does not even hint that 
the receiver 50 could be incorporated into a closed-loop web. For at least these reasons, the 
Examiner's rejection of independent claim 22 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) over Wen now 
should be withdrawn. 

IV. Claim rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

The Examiner has rejected claim 20 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(b) over Wen. 
Claim 20 incorporates the features of independent claim 1 3 and therefore is patentable 
over Wen for at least the same reasons explained above. 

V. Conclusion 

For the reasons explained above, all of the pending claims are now in condition for 
allowance and should be allowed. 

Charge any excess fees or apply any credits to Deposit Account No. 08-2025. 
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